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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) Kl Claim(s) 1^75 is/are rejected. 
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1 . The finality of the office action of 9/1 1/06 is withdrawn in view of the following new 
grounds of rejection. 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-75 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by US Pat. No. 
4601837 Valchoetal.. 

Valcho discloses solutions or dispersions made by mixing hydrated polymolybdates and oil 
where the polymolybdate is the major part of the dispersed phase and which may include 
polybutene succinic anhydride to improve clarity (column 2, lines 3-68, particularly 32-35; 
column 3, lines 1-68, particularly 51-68; column 4, lines 1-68, particularly 1-21, 45-48, and 58- 
60; column 5, lines l-68,particularly 19-29 and 30-47; column 6, lines 1-68, particularly 1-14, 
26-39, and 64-68; column 7, lines 1-68, particularly 1-58 and 64-68; column 8, lines 1-35, 
particularly 27-35 and 38-68; column 9, line 1 to column 15, line 22; and the remainder of the 
document. If is the examiner's position that the compositions of the patentee of the polymeric 
molybdates fall within the scope of the instantly claimed "colloidal suspensions" because of the 
nature of the molybdates and the oil phase of the patentee. It would appear that the conditions 
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using molybdenum oxides and acids of the patentee with heating would be sufficient to give the 
polymerizations required of the instant claims. The patentee is silent regarding turbidity. The 
reference to "clarity" when the succinate is used implies lack of turbidity. It is therefore 
expected that the instantly claimed turbidities are possessed by the patentee's compositions. The 
patentee is silent regarding particle size. Since the molybdates of the patentee are treated to 
increase their compatibility with the oil phase and can contain emulsifiers, such as the succinate 
referenced above, it is expected that their particle size is minimal and within the scope of the 
instant claims. All of the components of the patentee having hydrophilic and hydrophobic 
moieties fall within the scope of the detergents of the instant claims. The cations of the patentee 
will associate with the sulfonates thereby making the calcium sulfonate of the instant claims 
where calcium is present with sulfonate (column 7, line 43). 

5. Claims 1-75 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US Pat. 
No. 4601837 Valcho et aL 

Valcho discloses solutions or dispersions made by mixing hydrated polymolybdates and oil 
where the polymolybdate is the major part of the dispersed phase and which may include 
polybutene succinic anhydride to improve clarity (column 2, lines 3-68, particularly 32-35; 
column 3, lines 1-68, particularly 51-68; column 4, lines 1-68, particularly 1-21, 45-48, and 58- 
60; column 5, lines l-68,particularly 19-29 and 30-47; column 6, lines 1-68, particularly 1-14, 
26-39, and 64-68; column 7, lines 1-68, particularly 1-58 and 64-68; column 8, lines 1-35, 
particularly 27-35 and 38-68; column 9, line 1 to column 15, line 22; and the remainder of the 
document. It is the examiner's position that the compositions of the patentee of the polymeric 
molybdates fall within the scope of the instantly claimed "colloidal suspensions" because of the 
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nature of the molybdates and the oil phase of the patentee. It would appear that the conditions 
using molybdenum oxides and acids of the patentee with heating would be sufficient to give the 
polymerizations required of the instant claims. The patentee is silent regarding turbidity. The 
reference to "clarity" when the succinate is used implies lack of turbidity. It is therefore 
expected that the instantly claimed turbidities are possessed by the patentee's compositions. The 
patentee is silent regarding particle size. Since the molybdates of the patentee are treated to 
increase their compatibility with the oil phase and can contain emulsifiers, such as the succinate 
referenced above, it is expected that their particle size is minimal and within the scope of the 
instant claims. All of the components of the patentee having hydrophilic and hydrophobic 
moieties fall within the scope of the detergents of the instant claims. The cations of the patentee 
will associate with the sulfonates thereby making the calcium sulfonate of the instant claims 
where calcium is present with sulfonate (column 7, line 43). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the instant 
invention to mix the components of the instant claims via the processes of the instant claims 
from the disclosure of the patentee which encompasses these ingredient mixtures and processing 
conditions and would have been expected to give suspensions of the polymolybdates in oil 
having the clarity described by the patentee. 

6. Claims 1-2, 5-11, 14-19, 22-23, 26-35, 37, 39-44, 49, 51, 54-63, 69, and 72-75 
are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by US Pat. No. 4647388 Schreiber. 

Schreiber discloses the instantly claimed suspensions and methods of making them at column 
1, lines 49-68; column 2, lines 1-68, particularly 33-45, of which the conditions appear to be 
sufficient to polymerize the molybdic acid and drive off water, and 64-68; column 3, lines 1- 
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68,particularly l-2 5 17-19, and 20-25; column 4, lines 1-68, particularly 15-20; and the remainder 
of the document. It is not seen that heating the molybdic acids of the patentee according to the 
patentee do not give the polymerizations thereof required of the instant claims. 
The compositions of the patentee are described as "solution or suspension". It is the examiner's 
position that "solution" implies the clarity required by the instant claims. It is ordinary to call 
those compositions which appear clear solutions and those which appear hazy suspensions or 
dispersions though solutions have particles of the polymolybdate dispersed thoughout a 
continuous oil phase and are thus suspensions or dispersions. The patentee is silent regarding 
particle size. Since the molybdates of the patentee are treated to increase their compatibility with 
the oil phase and can contain emulsifiers, such as the sulfonates of column 2, lines 64-68, it is 
expected that their particle size is minimal, particularly in the "solutions", and within the scope 
of the instant claims. All of the components of the patentee having hydrophilic and hydrophobic 
moieties fall within the scope of the detergents of the instant claims. 

7. Claims 1-2,5-11, 14-19, 22-23, 26-35, 37, 39-44, 49, 51, 54-63, 69, and 72-75 
are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US Pat. No. 4647388 Schreiber. 

Schreiber discloses the instantly claimed suspensions and methods of making them at column 
1, lines 49-68; column 2, lines 1-68, particularly 33-45, of which the conditions appear to be 
sufficient to polymerize the molybdic acid and drive off water, and 64-68; column 3, lines 1- 
68,particularly 1-2, 17-19, and 20-25; column 4, lines 1-68, particularly 15-20; and the remainder 
of the document. It is not seen that heating the molybdic acids of the patentee according to the 
patentee do not give the polymerizations thereof required of the instant claims. 
The compositions of the patentee are described as "solution or suspension". It is the examiner's 
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position that "solution" implies the clarity required by the instant claims. It is ordinary to call 
those compositions which appear clear solutions and those which appear hazy suspensions or 
dispersions though solutions have particles of the polymolybdate dispersed thoughout a 
continuous oil phase and are thus suspensions or dispersions. The patentee is silent regarding 
particle size. Since the molybdates of the patentee are treated to increase their compatibility with 
the oil phase and can contain emulsifiers, such as the sulfonates of column 2, lines 64-68, it is 
expected that their particle size is minimal, particularly in the "solutions", and within the scope 
of the instant claims. All of the components of the patentee having hydrophilic and hydrophobic 
moieties fall within the scope of the detergents of the instant claims. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the instant 
invention to mix the components of the instant claims via the processes of the instant claims 
from the disclosure of the patentee which encompasses these ingredient mixtures and processing 
conditions and would have been expected to give suspensions of the polymolybdates in oil 
having the properties described by the patentee. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Patrick D. Niland whose telephone number is 571-272-1 121. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Thursday from 10 to 5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vasu Jagannathan, can be reached on 571-272-1 1 19. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
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may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-fifee). 
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